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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed 1/30/2008. 

2. Claims 1-9 have been examined and are pending in the application. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: "status' " (line 2) 
need to be written as "status". Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 



4. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

As to claim 1, the applicant recites the new limitations: "based upon one or more 
of the nature of the event notification", and "including the nature of the event notification, 
the first external system that generated the event notification and the one or more other 
systems or devices that received the event notification". There does not appear to be 
written descriptions of the newly claimed limitations in the application as filed. The 
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applicant indicated (Remarks, third paragraph page 4) the new limitations are from: 
page 9 lines 10-13, page 15 lines 8-21 and page 16 of the specification. However, a 
complete reading of the cited lines and pages, as well as all pages of the specification, 
there does not appear to be written descriptions of these newly claimed limitations. 
Therefore, it is clear the amended claim 1 contains subject matters not described in the 
specification. 

As to claim 5, the applicant recites the new limitation: "additional textual 
and/or binary data is statically associated with the first external system or device and 
may be incorporated into the event notification from the first external system or device". 
There does not appear to be a written description of the newly claimed limitation in the 
application as filed. The applicant indicated (Remarks, fourth paragraph page 4) the 
new limitation is from: page 12 lines 27-33, page 15 line 20 to page 16 line 28 of the 
specification. However, a complete reading of the cited lines and pages, as well as all 
pages of the specification, there does not appear to be written descriptions of this newly 
claimed limitation. Therefore, it is clear the new claim 5 contains subject matter not 
described in the specification. 

As to claim 6, the applicant recites the new limitation: "additional textual and/or 
binary data is dynamically associated with the first external system or device and may 
be incorporated into the event notification from the first external system or device". 
There does not appear to be a written description of the newly claimed limitation in the 
application as filed. The applicant indicated (Remarks, fourth paragraph page 4) the 
new limitation is from: page 12 lines 27-33, page 15 line 20 to page 16 line 28 of the 
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specification. However, a complete reading of the cited lines and pages, as well as all 
pages of the specification, there does not appear to be written descriptions of this newly 
claimed limitation. Therefore, it is clear the new claim 6 contains subject matter not 
described in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The following terms lack antecedent basis: 

(i) the given event notification (lines 3-4 claim 4). Correction is 

required. 

(ii) the delivery status disposition (lines 1-2 claim 9). Correction is 

required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3 and 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grant U.S Patent No. 7,043,566 in view of Jennings U.S Patent No. 
7,191,244. 

As to claim 1, Grant teaches an event management system for managing event 
notifications between disparate systems (Figs. 1 and 5, line 43 column 4 to line 7 
column 5, lines 5-53 column 7) comprising 

a means to capture event notifications from a first external system or device 
capable of generating an event notification (retrieving event data from plurality of 
members, lines 1-2 column 4, Fig. 1 , line 43 column 4 to line 7 column 5); 

a means to process said event notifications through a multitude of user- 
configurable settings (event data are processed based on user's settings via a user 
interface, Figs. 3a and 3b, lines 19-48 column 6), including selection of one or more 
other systems or devices capable of receiving an event notification (a request from a 
requestor to receive event information over a certain time period for either a particular 
member or for the entity as a whole, line 54 column 7 to line 1 2 column 8) through 
assignment of one or more event notification paths based upon one or more of the 
nature of the event notification, the first external system or device and the one or more 
other systems or devices (line 57 column 5 to line 48 column 6, lines 26-34 column 8, 
lines 51-63 column 8); 

a means to deliver said event notifications to said other systems or devices 
capable of receiving an event notification based upon the assignment of the one or 
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more event notification paths (distributing event data to plurality of members, lines 10- 
25 column 4, line 57 column 5 to line 48 column 6, lines 26-34 column 8, lines 51-63 
column 8); 

a means to facilitate lateral communication between the first device that 
generated an event notification and said one or more other systems or devices that 
received it (line 57 column 5 to line 48 column 6; event notification communication 
between members, Fig. 5, line 5 column 7 to line 25 column 8; ...by subscribing for 
events from event sources, the event consumer will be notified once the events occur..., 
lines 26-63 column 8); 

a means to permanently record the details of an event notification including the 
nature of the event notification (logging event types and event severity types, lines 1-2 
column 10) the first external system that generated the event notification (information on 
the entity that is being monitored, lines 25-61 column 2) and the one or more other 
systems or devices that received the event notification (member that stores the event, 
lines 2-7 column 3), and its life within the system for any purpose (storing the logged 
events for the purpose of viewing different data types concurrently, lines 7-1 0 column 4; 
lines 19-48 column 6; lines 13-25 column 8). 

Grant does not explicitly teach recording for the purpose of auditing. Jennings 
teaches a system of collecting occurred events and storing these events in logs for the 
purpose of auditing (lines 13-21 column 12, lines 1-7 column 13). It would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have modified Grant reference to include the teachings of Jennings reference because 
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by storing and auditing the events, the system could produce reports regarding the 
occurred events within the system as disclosed by Jennings (lines 6-21 column 12). 

As to claim 2, Grant as modified further teaches assignment of event notification 
paths between event-generating devices and event-receiving devices are applied in a 
static manner (communication paths between members of the system are defined, Figs. 
1-2, 4-5 and associated specifications). 

As to claim 3, Grant as modified further teaches the assignment of event 
notification paths between event-generating devices and event-receiving devices can be 
dynamically applied to, or removed from a specific device during the event notification 
(...The configuration of which event types and event severity types to log and not to log 
can be specified at any one of the members of the entity. The configuration is then 
dynamically replicated to each member. Then the events are collected on each 
machine, mapped to a common schema, and stored. A single event result set can then 
be stored in a database in the common event type format..., lines 44-61 column 2; ...a 
request from a requestor to receive event information over a certain time period for 
either a particular member or for the entity as a whole..., line 54 column 7 to line 12 
column 8). 

As to claim 5, Grant as modified further teaches additional textual and/or binary 
data is statically associated with the first external system or device and may be 
incorporated into the event notification from the first external system or device (...the 
event gathering and aggregation system 94 will also insert/merge strings (e.g., event 
templates) in the data fields that provides event details from the event instance and 
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additional information on the event. The strings or templates include extended 
information about the event, such as what the event means, the severity of the event, 
what needs to be done, help messages and links to online support..., lines 13-25 
column 8). 

As to claim 6, Grant as modified further teaches additional textual and/or binary 
data is dynamically associated with the first external system or device and may be 
incorporated into the event notification from the first external system or device (...the 
event gathering and aggregation system 94 will also insert/merge strings (e.g., event 
templates) in the data fields that provides event details from the event instance and 
additional information on the event. The strings or templates include extended 
information about the event, such as what the event means, the severity of the event, 
what needs to be done, help messages and links to online support..., lines 13-25 
column 8). 

7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grant 
in view of Jennings, and further in view of Deen U.S Patent No. 6,999,992. 

As to claim 4, Grant as modified does not teach wherein the assignment of 
event notification paths between event-generating devices and event-receiving devices 
can be applied in a transitory manner so that they automatically expire when the given 
event notification expires, and as such, will not persist to subsequent event notifications 
originating from the same first external system or device. 
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Deen teaches (Fig. 5, lines 25-65 column 11) a system of event notification 
wherein the path between a client and a server is automatically expired when a timeout 
period of resending notification is expired. It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Grant 
reference as modified by Jennings to include the teachings of Deen reference because 
by using a timeout period of resending notification, the system could reduce network 
congestion, as disclosed by Deen (lines 52-63 column 3). 

8. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grant in view of Jennings, and further in view of Dodrill U.S Patent No. 7,069,309. 

As to claim 7, Grant as modified does not teach providing a detailed synopsis of 
an event notification delivery status pertinent to any given first external system or 
device. Dodrill teaches (lines 43-61 column 15) an event notification system wherein an 
event notification delivery status is provided to the device that published the event 
notification. It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Grant reference as modified by Jennings to 
include the teachings of Dodrill reference because by providing an event notification 
delivery status, the system could determine whether the event notification was being 
received or not, as disclosed by (lines 43-61 column 15). 

As to claim 8, Dodrill further teaches the delivery status details may be updated 
in real-time and may include delivery status disposition (lines 49-61 column 15). Note 
the discussion of claim 7 above for the reason of combining references. 
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As to claim 9, Dodrill further teaches the delivery status disposition includes 
delivered, failed, and/or rejected (lines 49-61 column 15). Note the discussion of claim 
7 above for the reason of combining references. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 1/30/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argued that the cited references do not teach the amended claims 
(Remarks, first complete paragraph page 5). More specifically, the applicant argued the 
cited references do not teach new features such as: selecting one or more systems or 
devices capable of receiving an event notification through the selection or assignment of 
one or more event notification paths based upon the nature of the event notification, the 
first system or device generating the event and the one or more other systems or 
devices capable of receiving the event, and recording all of the details of the event 
notification. In response, the applicant argued new limitations that were not claimed 
before. However, these new limitations are still met by the previously and newly cited 
references as disclosed in the claim rejections above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy Ho whose telephone number is (571) 272-3762. A 
voice mail service is also available for this number. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIM) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or' Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2100. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Or fax to: 

• AFTER-FINAL faxes must be signed and sent to (571 ) 273 - 8300. 

• OFFICAL faxes must be signed and sent to (571 ) 273 - 8300. 

• NON OFFICAL faxes should not be signed, please send to (571 ) 273 - 3762 

/Andy Ho/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2194 



